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POINTERS 


The Convocation of Canterbury at its sessions in May discussed 
several matters of interest to readers of this journal. They are 
reported by a correspondent in an article on page 76. To the ° 
information there given we may add the following items of news 
given by His Grace the President. 

The members of the Joint- Committees of the Convocations of 
Canterbury and York, appointed to consider relations with the 
Church of South India, had recently met, he said, at Shallowford 
in Staffordshire. This meeting had welcomed the information 
that the Church of South India had set up a committee of theo- 
logians which would consider the clauses in the Constitution of 
the new Church with regard to which the Lambeth Conference 
had expressed its opinion that reconsideration and ame ndment 
were desirable. - 

The Bishop of Chichester, Chairman of the Joint Committee, 
had been invited by the Moderator of the Church of South India to 
visit South India on his way back from Australia in November. 
The Joint Committee had welcomed the invitation and had asked 
the Bishop to take the opportunity of disqyssing with the Modera- 
tor and other leaders of the Church of South India various points 
which had come up in the Committee's meetings. 


— 
‘ 


The Lambeth Quadrilateral, which the Lower House of the Con- 
vocation of Canterbury suggested at the October sessions (see 
Faith and Unity, No. 31, December, 1948, p. 14) should be made. 
an act of Convocation, is to remain as it is without change of 


status. The Bishops refused in the May sessions of the Upper 


House to request the Archbishop to take the necessary. steps to 
give the document synodical authority. As we pointed out in 
December, it is just as well that it should be so. 


The Syrian Church of Malabar, we read in The Living Church of 
_ April 24, is to discuss proposals for union with the Greek Orthodox 
Communion. By invitation of Metropolitan Theodosius of Bom- 
bay and Calcutta, leader of the Syrian Church, who visited Greece 
last September, a delegation has gone from Athens to India for 
discussions. A pre-condition-of the proposed union would be the 
renunciation by the Syrian Church of the Monophysite heresy, the 
teaching that there is in Christ only one nature, His humanity 
having been absorbed in His divinity. The Indian Church would 
also have to accept the decisions of the ecumenical councils 
recognized by the Orthodox Church. The Syrian Church com- 
prises some 600,000 members and 350 places of worship. 


The World Council of Churches. At the annual mecting of the 
Associated Church Press, held in Washington, D.C., from April 
20-22, The Living Church of May 1 reports, the Rev. Harold E. 


Fey, managing director of the Christian Century, criticized the  - 


weakness of the Confession of Faith on which the World Council 
is based—belief in Jesus Christ as God and Saviour. In reply 
Dr. W. A. Visser 't Hooft, general secretary of the World Council, 
said that *‘ the Assembly has opened a door for a more articulate 
statement. The Churches should tell us what they want’’. The 
present basis had been taken over from the call sent out by the 
Episcopal Church for a World Conference on Faith and Order. 


A weakening of the basis would * not take place in the foreseeable 


future ’’ and would not be accepted by the majority of the 
member Churches. He believed a more definite declaration of 
faith would be welcomed. 

He likened the World Council to “a newly launched ship setting 
out on its maiden voyage. It is an absolutely new type of vessel, 
~ the only one of its kind, manned by inexperienced officers, with 
an untrained crew, who speak different languages and do not 
understand each other’s language. It is setting out in the 
middle of the night in a raging storm and is sailing to an unknown 
destination through an uncharted sea. And there are a number 
of on board,” 
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The Congregatiénal Christian Church in the U.S.A. and the 
Evangelical and Reformed Church are a step nearer union, says 


the same paper. The General Synod of the latter body has 
recently approved a set of interpretations adopted by the General 


Council of the former last autumn. These interpretations now 


go for consideration by the thirty-four individual synods of the 
Evangelical and Reformed C saek, A Basis of Union has already 


_ been approved. The new Church, if the union is finally accom- 


plished, will be called the United Church of Christ and will have 
about two million members distributed over every state of the 
U.S.A. 


* + * * 


Prayer for Unity. In an article on “ Spiritual Renewal in 
France’, in The Guardian of May 13, Louis Bouyer says that : 
‘Growth of interest in the Church’s supernatural life as such, 
which is seen at its best in the liturgy, with a new apprehension 
of the treasures of the scriptural and patristic tradition, has 


increased the attention paid to ecumenical matters. During these 


last ten years, the week of prayer for Christian Unity. has become 
remarkably widespread among French Catholics. Many publica-_ 
tions concerned with the problems connected with it have aroused 
the eager interest of a great number of the younger clergy.” 

* * * 


The C.D.C.P. Accounts for 1948 have now been audited and may 
be summarized as follows :— 

Receipts 


{1,464 2 I 
Payments 
Secretary—Salary and Expenses 316 8 11 
Travelling Secretary—Salary and Expenses, eleven 
months 508 
Travelling Expenses—Council and Representativ es 10 
Day of Prayer—Printing and Adv ertising . eae 39 19 9 
Faith and Unily—Printing and Distribution 
2 


| 
£3,404--2- 


CONVOCATION CANTERBURY 


The Convocation of Canterbury was in session from May 17th 


to 19th... Among the matters discussed the following are of special 


interest to readers of Fatth and Unity. 


RECEPTION INTO THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND 


The Report of the Joint Committee on The Form and Manner 
of Receiving Members of Other Communions as Members of the 
Church of England was presented to Convocation in full Synod. 
There are obvious advantages in having one. form officially 
authorized for use throughout the Province. The Report has 
not yet come to the Lower House, as the Upper House has not 
finished its consideration of it. 


CONVERSATIONS WITH THE SCOTTISH PRESBYTERIANS 


In his speech to the full Synod, His Grace the President reported 
that conversations were about to begin with the Presbyterian 


. Church of Scotland, and that he had asked those whom he had 


chosen as his representatives for conversations with the ree 
Churches in England to undertake this work also. A sub-com- 
mittee, consisting of those residing in the north, will handle the 
initial stages of this work, and there will also be observers from 
the Episcopal Church in Scotland present at the discussiong. It 
is welcome news that Canon Ramsey, who played such an im- 
portant part in the discussions at Amsterdam, is to join the repre- 
sentatives, 


-—If the Presbyterian representatives are well chosen, this new 


move may prove a real advance, for there are in the Scottish 


Presbyterian Church, particularly among their younger theo- 


logians, men who approach the question of reunion with an 
attitude analogous to our own. They are passionately desirous of 
reunion ; they believe deeply in theology ; they are impatient 


-of shallow compromise and_convinced that unity can only be 


found in truth; they are determined and convinced Protestants. 
If some such men are appointed from the Presbyterian side, it 
may lead to a really constructive study of the fundamental 


THE MINISTRY OF LAYWOMEN 


The Report of the Joint Committee on this subject was pre- 
sented in full Synod. On the issue of women being allowed to 
take such parts of services as may. be taken by lay readers, the 


Concluded at foot of page 78. 


. 
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LAMBETH AND SUPPLEMENTAL 


Resolutions 58, 65 (6, c), and sections of the Unity Committee 
Report on the schemes of union in Ceylon, Iran, Nigeria, and 
North India deal with the matter of the unification of ministries 
as part of the problem of reunion and intercommunion. These 
schemes and general resolutions touch upon the matter, but have 
not handled the basic issues in a very realistic manner. One must 
deplore the fact that, with such an excellent statement of the 
problem printed as an Appendix to the Report of the Committee 
on Unity (Part II, p. 64), the issues raised did not influence the 
judgment of the bishops to a greater extent. This Appendix is 
clearly labelled a ** statement... . not part of the Report of Com- 
mittee III, but . . . printed here as a document of interest in 
connexion with proposals for the unification of the ministry ” 
But it is by far the soundest and most constructive piece of 
thinking in the entire Report, and it is a great misfortune that 
the bishops did not allow it to be set forth in the Resolutions. 
lor until the problem raised here is resolved into some coherent 
statement of policy, all criticism of individual schemes of reunion 
is necessarily superficial. 


THE PROBLEM SHELVED 


There has not been raised in the Resolutions or even in the 
Report to a sufficient degree, the problem behind the unification 
of ministries. This has always been the thorn in negotiating 
groups and Lambeth, 1948, has not done much to clarify this 
matter. Anglicans since the Lambeth Conference of 1920 have 
taken the position that episcopal ordination is essential, but that ~ 
this insistence casts no reflection upon the efficacy of other 
ministries... Methods have been manufactured to accommodate 
this theory and have been given such names as “ supplemental 
ordination ’’, extension of ministries ’’, or mutual commis- 
sionings ’’. Such devices have been put forth in reunion discus- 
sions in England, the United States, Canada, and Australia, as 
well as being embodied in the proposed schemes in North India, 
Ceylon, Iran, and Nigeria. The method was originally proposed 
in the South India negotiations but was definitely rejected in 
1926 when.the acceptance of all ministries at the outset became 
part of the plan. This device raises questions which cannot be 
evaded. If Anglicans insist that episcopal ordination is necessary, 
then the formula of unification.must in some way confer episcopal 
ordination on those who do not possess it. It becomes in truth 
an ordination to the priesthood although managed under some 
disguising title...But what does the formula of unification confer 
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upon those who already possess episcopal ordination? A second 
ordination is unnecessary and even blasphemous. But if the 
formula of unification is not an act of e piscopal ordination, then 
the two ministries have not been unified in any genuine manner. 
This is the crucial matter which gives to all of the reunion schemes 
an air of unreality. The Nonconformists in South India saw 
this inconsistency quite rightly and refused to engage in any © ich 
procedure. Bishop J. E. L. Newbigin of the Church of South 
India was a leader in this refusal and has published a vigorous 


‘attack on the Ceylon Scheme because it seeks to confer ordination ° 


without calling it such (cf. The South India Churchman, June, 
1948). This isnot a happy situation and will never make for 
feelings of goodwill, much less Christian unity. There must be 
a realistic theological investigation of these matters of the 


ministry and the problems of “ validity, efficacy, regularity, and . 


irregularity '’. The Committee on Unity alludes briefly to this 
problem in its Report (p. 56), but blandly avoids the problem by 
avoiding the name. No attempt is made to apply this critique 
to the specific reunion schemes under examination. 


The problem is not solved by calling the device by some other 
name. The constant reference throughout the Report to “ uni- 
fication of the ministry.”” instead of *‘ supplemental ordination ” 
is a mere avoiding of a name, but not a fact. The failure is the 
radical defect of the whole Report, and this evasion will only 
bring more problems in the future: Facts are not solved by 
phrases, and theological difficulties are not settled by rhetoric. 
Ten years from now the Lambeth Conference will again have to 
ws problems created by the failure to deal now with an issue 
before it. 


L. A. HASELMAYER. 


Concluded from page 76. 


Committee was divided. The majority, including all but one of 
the representatives of the Lower House, were against this. The 
minority, including all the representatives of the Upper House, 
‘were in favour of it. The Upper House has considered the report 
and framed resolutions. These in part follow the points which 
were agreed by the Joint Committee and in part the Minority 
Report. The Lower House postponed consideration of the 
resolutions until Proctors had been able to read the report of the 


debate in the Upper House. 
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NOTE THE 
LAYWOMEN 


In the report*of the Joint Committee on the ministry of lay- 
women it would seem that, as so often in matters that appear at 
first sight merely of secondary doctrinal significance, a funda- 
mental question regarding the doctrine of God is involved. There 
is no question of women being admitted to any sacramental 
priestly function, nor-is there any question that women, in 
Religious Orders for instance, can perform the suggested functions 
for a congregation consisting wholly of women. 


The question that is raised is whether it is fitting at the normal 
wench of the Christian family, when both men and women are ~ 
present, that a woman should preside. The issue is not between 
those who confuse the Christian doctrine of equality of value 
with equality of function. Most of those who ‘Support the pro- 
posed regulations are opposed to the idea of ‘ women priests ”’ 
and their opposition is based precisely on their belief ; that there 
is not an equality of function between men and women ; that the 
priesthood is a masculine function. But they hold that there is 
nothing in these proposals which women cannot do or from which 
they should be excluded on the grounds that it is not their func- 
tion. There is no easy answer to this. The plea that it is contrary 
to tradition has some weight, but if it is left at that, the plea is 
tainted by the same error as the converse argument that the 
suggestion is in accordance with the spirit of the age. It is not 
enough to claim that tradition is against it, unless it is further 
explained what truth the tradition enshrines. The humaii pre- 
judices of this-age, or of past ages, are both irrelevant. We are 
concerned with truth.” | 


THE THEOLOGICAL ISSUE 


The real answer lies in deep-theology. God is our Father, not 
our mother. In the Christian religion there is no Universal 
Mother lying behind, and ultimately greater than, God, 4% Ceres 
lies behind Jupiter. It is not fortuitous that Christ is Man, not. 
woman. The proposal which is the point at issue between the’. 
majority and minority reports is really the same issue as that. . 
between those who disapprove and those who approve of ** women 
priests ’’, even though the minority would not admit it. What is 
really called for is a fundamental critique of feminism, which 
recognizes the dignity of woman and the equality of all human 
souls in the sight of God, but, starting from the doctrine of God 
itself, redraws the traditional distinction between the functions 
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of men and women, No mere reaction against feminism is 
enough, for it was itself a reaction against a situation in whieh 
the true dignity of woman was demied. : 

A loyalty to tradition in the Lower House will probably be 
sufficient to save us from a wrong decision: But the real need is 
for more than votes. Feminism is in fact a Christian heresy and, 
like most heresies, its starting-point is a neglected truth. That 
truth must be appreciated and then put in its true place in a fresh 
statement of orthodoxy, or we shall continue for years to come 
to have to fight against new manifestations of the heresy. It is 
time someone wrote a big book on the subject which really deals 
with the basic issues. 

St. Paul’s “I would have you know, that the head of every 
man is Christ; and the head of the woman is the man: and the. 
head of Christ is God "’ (1 Cor. x1. 3) isa theological stateme nt. 
Wholly consistent with this is his treatment of this i issue. “ Let 
the woman learn in silence with all subjection. But I suffer not 
a woman to teach, nor to usurp authority over the man, but to 
be in silence’ (1 Tim. ii. 11, 12). * Let the women keep silence 
in the churches: for it is not permitted unto them to speak’; 
but let them be in subjection, as also saith the law "' (1 Cor. xiv. 34, 
R.V.). This.cannot be brushed aside without calling in question 
the theological position which lies behind it. 

MICHAEL BRUCE. 


NOW READY PAMPHLET 


A Paper“read by 
His Grace The Lord Archbishop of Armagh , 
to the Clergy of the encase of Glasgow © 
_ Price gd. plus postage. | 


_lrom The Pax House, 57 Buckingham Gate, S W. ae 
or The Secretary, C.D.C.P. 


Communications for the Editor and subscriptions to Faith and 
Unity (three shillings a year minimum) should be sent to the 
Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent, England. 
Copies of most back numbers of Faith and Unity are available and 
can be had from the Secretary, price fourpence each, post free. 


Printed at The Church Army Press, Cowley, Oxford 519 3 


+ 
> 
> 


